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Politician, 


DOCUMENTS 
Accompanying the President’s Message. 
— 
CORRESPONDENCE 
Between Mr. Monroe and Mr. Foster, on the subject of 
ORDERS IN COUNCIL. 
[Concluded. } 

Mr, Poster to Mr. Monroe. 

WasuinGron, July 24th, 1811. 
Sir, 

Having been unable to ascertain distinctly 
from your letter to me of yesterday’s date, wheth- 
er it was the determination of the President to 
rest satisfied with the partial repeal of the Ber- 
lin and Milan decrees, which you believe has ta- 
ken place, so as to see no reason in the conduct of 
France for altering the relation between this coun- 
try and Great Britain, by exercising his power of 
suspending the operation of the non-importation 
act, allow me to repeat my question to you on this 
point as contained in my letter of the 14th inst. be- 
fore 1 proceed to make any comments on your an- 
swer. 

I have the honor to be, with distinguished con- 
sideration, sir, your most obedient, humble 
servant, 
AUG. J. FOSTER. 
Mr. Foster to Mr. Monroe. 
WASHINGTON, July 26, 1811. 


Sir, 

I have had the honour to receive your letter 
of July 23, in answer to mine ofthe Se and 14th 
inst. which you will permit me to say were not 
merely relative to his majesty’s orders in council, 
and the blockade of May, 1806, but also to the 
President’s proclamation of last Nov. and to the 
conseauent act of Congress of March 2, as well 
as tothe just complaints which his royal highness, 
the prince regent, nad commanded me to make 
to your government, with respect to the procla- 
mation, and to that act. ‘ 

If the United States’ government had expected 
that I should have made communications which 
would have enabled them to come to an accom- 
modation with G. Britain on the ground on which 
alone you say it was possibie to meet us, and that 
you mean by that expression @ departure from our 
system of defence against the new kind of war- 
fare still practiced by France, T am at a loss to dis- 
cover from what source they could have derived 
certainly not from the corres- 


those expectations, not 
e marquis Wellesley and Mr. 


pondence between th 
Pinkney. 
Before I proceed to reply to the arguments 
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which are brought forward by. you to show that 
the decrees of Berlin and Milan are repealed, I 
must first enter into an explanation upon some 
points on which you have evidently misapprehen- 
ded, for I will not suppose you could have wished 
to misinterpret my meaning. 

And first in regard to the blockade'of May, 
1866, I must avow that I am wholly at a loss to 
find out from what part of my letter the President 
has drawn the unqualified inference, that should 
the orders in council of 1807 be revoked, the block- 
ude of May, 1806, would cease with them. It is 
most material that, on this point, no mistake 
should exist between us. From your letter it 
would appear, asif on the question of blockade 
which America had so unexpectedly connected 
with her demand fora repeal of our orders incoun- 
cil, Great Britain had made the concession requi- 
red of her; as if, after all that has passed on the 
subject, after the astonishment and regret-of his 
majesty’s government atthe U. States’ having ta- 
ken up the view which the French government 
presented, of our just and legitimate principles of 
blockade, which are exemplified in the blockade 
of May, 1806, the whole ground taken by his ma- 
jesty’s government was a ence abandoned.—_~— 
When I had the honour toexhibit to you my in- 
structions, and to draw upas I conceived, accor- 
ding to your wishes and those-of the President, a 
statement of the mode in which that blockade 
would probably disappear, I never meant to au- 
thorize such a conclusion, and now I beg most 
unequivocally to disclaimit. The blockade of 
May, 1806, will not contirue after the repeal of 
the orders in council, unless his majesty’s govern- 
ment shail think fit to sustain it by the speciai ap- 
plication ofa sufficient naval force, and the fact of 
its being so continued or not, will be notified at 
thetime. If, in this view of the matter, which is 
certainly presented in a conciliatory spirit, one of 
the obstacles to a complete understanding, be- 
tween our countries can be rernoved by the Uni- 
ted States’ government waving all further refer- 
ence to that blockade when they can be justified 
in asking a repeal of the orders, and I may com- 
municate this.to my government, it will undoubt- 
edly be very satisfactory ; but I beg distinctly to 
disavow having made any acknowledgment that 
the blockade would cease merely in consequence 
of a revocation of the orders in council ; whenever 
it does cease, it will cease because there will be 
no adequate force applied to maintain it. 

On another very material point, sir, you appear 
to have misconstrued my words; for in no one 
passage of my letter can I discover any mention 


of innovations on the part of Great Britain, | 


such as you say excited a painful surprize in your 
government. ‘There isno new preten-ion set up 
by his majesty’s government. In answer to ques- 
tious of yours as to what were the decrees or reg- 
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ulations of France whichGreat Britain complain- 
ed of, and against which she directs her retaliatos 
ry measures, I brought distinctly into your view 
the Berlin and Milan decrees, and you have not 
denied, because, indeed, you could not, that the 
provisions of those decrees were new measures 
of war on the partof France, acknowledged as 
such by her ruler, and contrary to the principles 
and usages of civilized nations. That the present 
war has been oppressive beyond example by its 
duration, and the desolation it spreads through 
Europe I willingly agree with you, but the Unit- 
ed States cannot surely mean to attribute the 
cause to G. Britain. The question between G. 
Britain and France .is that of an honourable strug- 
gle against the lawles efforts of am ambitious ty- 
rant, and America can buthave the wish of every 
independent nation as to its result. 

On a third point, sir, I have also to regret that 
my meuning should have been mistaken. Great 
Britain never contended that British merchant 
vessels should be allowed to trade with het ene- 
mies, or that British property should be allowed 
entry intotheir ports, as you would infer; such a 
pretension woul indeed be paeposterous; but G. 
Britain does coniend aguinst tpeaystem of terror 
put in practice by Brance, by which, usurping au- 
thority wherever her arms or the timidity of na- 
tions will enable her to extend her influence, she 
makes it a crime to neutral countries as well as 
individuals.that they should possess articles how- 
ever acquired which may have been once the pvro- 
duce of English industry oc of the British soil — 
Against such an abominable and extravagant pre- 
tension every feeling must. revolt, and the honor 
no less than the interest of G. Britain engages her 
to oppose it. 

‘lurning to the course of argument contained 
in your letter, allow me to express my surprize at 
the conclusion you draw in considering the ques- 
tion of priority relative to the French decrees or 
Briush orders in council. Jt was clearly proved 
that the blockade of May 1806, was maintained 


by an adequate naval force, and therefore was a 


biockade founded on justand legitimate principles, 
and I have not heard that it was considered in a 
contrary light when noUfied as such to you by Mr.. 
secretary Fox, nor until it suited the views of 
I'rance to endeavour to hase it considered other- 
wise. Why America took up the view the French 
vovernment chose to give of it, and could see in 
it grounds for the French decrees, was always mat- 
ter of astonishment in England. 

Your remarks on the modifications at various 
times of our system of retaliation will require the. 
less reply from the circumstance of the orders in 
council of April, 1809, having superseded them 
all. ‘Lhey were calculated for the avowed pur- 
pose of softening the efie@fiof the original orcers 
on neutral commerce, the incidental cffect of those 
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orders on neutrals having been always sincerels 
yegretied by his majesty’s government ; but when 
it was found that neutrals objected to them they 
were removed. 

As to the principle of retaliation, rt 1s founded 


op the just and natural rightof self defence uguins: |, 


our enemy, if France is unabie to enlorce her 
decrees on the ocean, it is not from the wam of 
will, for she enlorces them wherever sie can dc 
it; her threats are only empty where her power 
is of no avail. 


In the siew you have taken of the conduct ol! 
America, in ber velations with the two bellpe: 


ens, and in the conciwsion you Craw with respec: 
to the impartiality of your comutry. as exempiib- 
ed i» the nopamportation lew, 1 iament io say J 
cannyt aguer withyou. J'hat act as direct meus- 
ure against the Brits tratie, enac icc aa time 
when al. tac legal authorities in the L nited States 
appeared neatly io coniest the statement of a repew 
of the Preach decrees, op which was founded we 
Presitient’s prociamation of Nov. 2d, and comse- 
quently to dispute tire pusuce of the proclamation 
iiseil. 

You urge, sir, that the Briush government prom- 
ised to proceed fieri feesu with France ip the re- 
peal of her edicts. lt is to be wished you could 
poimi out tous apy siep Frence has taken mm the 
repeal of hers. Great Bruwn has repeatediy 
declared that she would repeal when ihe Tr 
did so, and she meus to Keep to Luat declaration. 

I nave stated to you tiat we could ue: conside: 

the letier of August 5, declaring the repeal of tne 
French edicts, provided we revoked our orders an 
council, or America nesen.ed Our not doing se, us 
# siep of that mature ; end the French government 
knew thal we CouId Dol, Lheir Object wast eviaeni- 
by while (heir system was adhered to,in ull its 
rigour, 1o endeavour to persuade the American 
government that bey ihad relaxed from it, aud io 
rodupe Ler lo preeged aD entonding, ibe Submission 
of Grea Bri iD the imordinate demunds ol 
France. I is to be lumented that they heve bul 
too well succeeded; for the Lunted States pov- 
erpment appear to have consaiered the French 
declaration mm the sense im which France wished 
xt to be taken, as an absolute repeal of her decrees. 
without adverung to the conditional terms wich 
acc Bpanicd it. 

But you assert that no violations of your neutral 
rigbis by France occur op the igh seas, and that 
these were all the violations alluded to im the 
of congress, of May, 1810. ] readily believe andced 
chet suck cases are rare, but 1 is owing 
ponderance of the Briush navy that they are so, 
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when scarce a ship under the French flag can ven- 
Sen without briny taKEOR, Al is NOt Extraor- || 
lf such violations 


ure 19 
unary tney make BO Captures. 
viune were within the purview of your law, 


ent ts 


ment. The British navy migit have 
crusted ferthe prevenuen vl 


I have always veleved end my 


been balcly 


But 
ras Dehewed thal the Americas » legrisiators 
view in the provisions of then 
Tot afl the move! and cameos 
sof net 
Neutra, yp le. 


practsce 


We have bad no evidence as yet of any of those 
To the ambiguous | 
declaration in Mr. Champagny’s note is opposed | 
the unambiguous end personal declaration of Bun- 
that there is nothing 
uscompatible with the revocation of the decrees 


pretensions being « abandoned. 


aparte himself. You 
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this Occurrence. — 
government 
had in 
jaw as it respects 
‘ramce not only her deeds of violence on the seas, 
‘nary preiepsious and 
government which miringed her 


there | 
would see m to pave been no necessity for its enact- |) 





in respect to the 


r- 
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States in bis expressions to 


the deputies from the free ciucs of Hamburgi., 


thut the French blockade shall cease m fjevour of 
those nations in whose mvour Great Bricam re- 
vokes hers, or who suppor! their mighis apumnst 


| r 
ul 


ed on the decrees of Bevim and 


ence. 
cember 8, announcing 
(an hes 
| them, and a re-perusal of the letter of 
ter of Justice, oi ti 
mm the inference 1 drew from x, for otherwise v 
should that mumster make the prospecuve restor- 
auon of American vesseis, taken after the 


| America, 


cing parts ui the decinrauon 
G. Britain 
which are those augherizce by Lie established lows 
of nations, France wif «pill maimtam ber decre 
of Berlin and Milan, which, indeed 
yuestion declares io be tue fundamental 
the French empire 


Bremen and Lubeck, that 1 Is -<disunctiy stated m 
that speech shai fhe viockaas t the Britis te/ana 
shall couse when the Brive Liockades cease, and 


her pretensions. 


kt xs to be mferred from this and the correspon- 
alluded to, that unless 


sacrificed hem pruncipies of biuckacie, 


es 
. 


the speech in 


] do not, ] soniess, coucerve how 
the ruier of France. can 


LbCse avown 


be SHG iO DE COM pati- 
Wat With ihe pepea! of has Gecrees ap respect to the 
L. Stmes If the L. States are prepsred to ip- 


gist on the sacrifice by G. Britain of the ancient anc 
establisncd 
her, thes wncaced 
the }: 
lis document 
subjected io them. 


rules of gqaarltume wal 
Lbey Mer avaic 
recs. LDUL OLDEIrwise. 
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Tne decree ui F ontainbicau 1s cor 
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Jct. 1610, anc proves thelr conunuecd € 

Tbe report ef the Freaci r af De- 
F rance 
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decrees is 
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vember, to be # Consequesce of the non-impurie- 
Gonand not of the French revocation. If the 
French governipGtibiad Leen sincere. they v oul: 
have ceased nirapging op the neutral ripius 


That 
aahe. 


permuc is nuto- 


November 
afler 


alter the !stof 
Lbs boweys e'; 


they 
4 iviatec Lberr 
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Your rorcrnment seem to jet it be understood 
Lat 2b ambiguous decearation from Great Britain, 
imuljar to that of the F-ench minister, would have 
been acceptableto them. But, sir, is it comsist- | 


| merce, is nothing short of sbsolute hostility. 


J urved that se wéste: hes been condempec 


by the tribunals of France on the principles of he: 
decrees since the Ist of Nevember. You allow, 
however, that there have been some detained 
since that period, and that such part of the car- 


it 


| goes as consisted of goods, not the produce of “7 


nerica, was seized, and the other part, together 


with the vessel itseli, only released after the Sion ; 
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ident’ $ proclamation became known in France : 
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| These circumstances surely only prove the diff- 


cuiry, Lhat I ranoe 6 uncer 
commercial and 


nD reconciling her wp 

abn l-beutri! SYSicm™, with her 
io express her satisfacuon at the iDcAsUTES 
taken in America agiinst the commerce of Great 
Brnum. She seizes in wirtne of the Berlip and 


Milian decrees but the makes z peruul restoration 
lor the purpose of deceiving America 
] have now followed von, 1 believe 


1 hrough 


he whole range ol your argument, é 


; iG on Ieviewe 
ing tne course OF it th i moy securely suy 
Lnal me saUslac ory prov! het as yet been vroupht 
iorward of the repeal of Lic chuoxious decrees of 
France, but, on the COLtITEry, that at appears ther 
onidnue 2 full f i vhs pal sequently that Do prounds 
€Xis!t OF Which Vol can, wil suce, demand uf 
Great Briain a revocation ef ber orders ix coun 
bal We LeVE & Tipht io COM plan ol the con 

’ f the Americun povernme: ID enlorcine 
he provisions of the act Mar £10, t© ihe €xk- 
usion of the British trade, and afierwards an gh 
taining @ special law for the same purpose, tho’it 
wes notorious at the Ume that France still contip- 


ued her eppressions U por American commerce, 


and had recently promulrated anew her decrees 
suffering mo trace irom this coumtry, but through 
ences publicly solc by her apents and that af! 
i suUppostuens you have formed of imnovatians 
on the part of ts Britain or of ber pretentions 
lo trade wiih her ebenues are wholly groundless. 
1 have also stated to vou the view | his Majesty's 
ypovernment has when of the quesutm of blockade 
Mar. 1806, und it now on'tr remains that I uy re 
fresh the injustice of the Lruited States’ povern- 
ment. —— their utuon with the French 
system for the purpose o ushing tbe commerce 
of G. Britan 
From every ‘iderauon which eguity, good 
policy or Imerest can suggest, there appears to be 
such a call upon America to give up this system 


wi fu.vours France, to the injury of Great Bra- 
in, that ] cann vever litle satislattory your 
munications im, as retabandon all hopes thet 
even belore the congress mMee!, 2 BeW View may 
pe taken of the subject by the President, which 
Wi s€00 2 more appv result . 

] have the honor tc ve with the highest consid- 
erauon and res} Sir, 1 II ubewient hum- 
ble servant 
ent wilh the digmity o a nation that respects it- AUG FOSTER 
self, 10 speak in ambiguous language ? The sub-|| Zo the Honorable 
jects and ciuzens of exber count ry would in the | James Monroe, tc. &c. 
lend be the 1 Victims as many are already, an al] prob- > — . 
ve a . at 4, Monroe Mr. Foste 
| ability, who from 2 mbconstruction oft the meap- <0 
mE of the French povernipenit, have been ied in- De partme:z t of Strate, 
to the most impradent speculations. Such con-} July 27th. 1811. 
cuct would Dol De tO proceec ficer: fiassu Will ‘ 
france in revoking our edicts, but to descend 
ithe use of the perhidious and juggling contrivance 
of ber cabinet, by which she diis ber coffers a 
| the expence of independent nations. A simila: 
construction of proceeding feri paseu might Jeac 
to such decrees as those of Rusmbouil! let, or ol 

Beyonne, to the system of exclusion or of licences. | 
ali measures of France against the American com- | 


| Sia, 
| J bad the honour to receive your letter of ves- 
terday’s date, in time to submit it 10 the view of 


before he left town. 
to Slate to you In wy letter of 
under €Xisting circumstances, 
the president to termunats 
he operation the noh-imporietian Jaw of the 
1d March last gythat France beving accepted the 
proposition rmiadle by 2 — is law equally to 
| Greet Britain and to France, «nd having revoked 
| her decrees, violating our neutral rights, and G, 
Britain having declined to revoke bers, ibec: we 
the duty of this government to fulfil its engage- 


ithe President 
li was my objec 
the 25d inst. 1 
was impossible ior 


of 


«+ 


“A 


s 
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Fi ment and to declare the non-importation law in 


3 —iecsene 


force against Great Britain. 
This state of affairs has not been sought by the 


United States. When the proposition ‘contained 
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in the law of May st, 1810, was offered equally 
to Soth powers there was cause to presume that 
Great Britain would have accepted it, in which 
event the non-importation law would not have op- 
erated against her. 

It isin the power of the British government at 
this time to enable the president to set the non- 
importation law aside by rendering to the United 
States anact of justice. If Great Britain will 
cease to violate their neutral rights by revoking 
her orders in council, on which event alone the 
president has the power, I am instructed to in- 
form yeu that he will, without delay, exercise it 
by terminating the operation of this law. 

It is presumed that the communications which 
T have hed the honour to make to you, of the 
revocation by France of her decrees, so far as they 
violated the neutral rights of the United States, 
and of her conduct since thé revocation, will pre- 
sent to your government a different view of the 
subject from that which it had before taken, and 
produce in its councils a correspondent effect. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 


(Signed) JAS. MONROE. 
To Augustus J. Foster Esq. &c. &c. &c. 





Mr. Monroe to Mr. Foster. 
In department of State, 
October 1, 1811. 
S1rR; 

I have had the honour to receive your letter of 
the 26th of July, and to submit it to the view of 
the president. 

In answering that letter, it is proper that I 
should notice a complaint that I had omitted to 
reply in mine of the 23d of July, to your remon- 
strance against the proclamation of the president 
of November last, and to the demand which you 
had made, by the order of your government of 
the repeal of the non-importation act of March 2d 
of the present year. : bas 

My ietter has certainly not merited this impu- 
sation. 

Having shown the injustice of the British gov- 
ernment in issuing the orders in council on the 
pretext assigned, and its still greater injustice in 
adhering to them after that pretext had failed, a 
respect for Great Britain as well as for the Unit- 
ed States, prevented my placing in the strong 
lieht in which the subject naturally presented it- 
self, the remonstrance a!luded to, and the extra- 
ordinary demand founded on it, that while your 
government accommodated in nothing, the Unit- 
ed States should relinquish the ground, which by 
a just regard to the public rights and honour, 
they had been compelled to take. Propositions 
tending to degrade a nation can never be brought 
into discussion by a government not prepared to 
submit to the degradation. It was for this reason 
that 1 confined my reply to those passages in 
your letter, which involved the claim of the Uni- 
ted States, on the principles of justice, to the rey- 
ocation of the orders in council Your demand, 
however, was neither unno'iced or unanswered. 
In laying before you the complete, and as was be- 
lieved, irresistable proof on which the United 
States expected, and called for the revocation of 
the orders jn council, a very explicit answer was 
supposed to be given to that demand. 

Equally unfounded is your complaint that I 
misunderstood that passage which claimed, as a 
condition of the revocation of the orders in coun- 
cil, that the trade of G. Britain with the continent 
should be restored to the state in which it was be- 
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fore the Berlin and Milan decrees were issued. 
As this pretension was novel and extraordinury, 
it was necessary that a distinct idea should be 
formed of it, and, with that view, I asked such an 
explanation as would enable me to form one. 

In the explanation given, you do not insist on 
the right to trade in British property, with Bri- 
lish vessels, directly with your enemies. Such 
a claim you admit, would be preposterous. But 
you do insist by necessary implication, that France 
has no right 30 inhibit the importation into her 
ports of British manufactures, or the produce of 
the British soil, when the property of neutrals ; 
and that, until France removes that inhibition ; 
the U. S. are to be cut off by Great Britain from 
all trade whatever with ber enemies. 

On such a pretension it is almost impossible to 
reason. There is, I belicvVey no example of it in 
the history of past wars. Great Britain, the en- 
emy of France, undertakes to regulate the trade 
of France ; nor is that all; she tells her that she 
must trade in British goods. If France and G. 
Britain were at peace, this pretention would not 
be set up, nor cven thought of. Has Great Bri- 
tain then acquired in this respect by war, rights 
which she has not in peace? And does she an- 
nounce to neutral nations, tnat unless they con- 
sent to become the instruments of this policy, their 


_commerce shall be annihilated, and their vessels 


shall be shut up in their own ports ? 

I might ask whether French goods are admit- 
ted into Great B. even in peace, and if they are, 
whether it be of right, or by the consent and poli- 
cy of the British govefnment ? 

That the property would be neutralized does 
not affect the question. If the United States, 
have no right to carry their own productions into 
France without the consent of the French govern- 
ment, how can they undertake to carry there 
those of Great Britain? In all cases it must de- 
pend on the interest and the will of the party. 

Nor is it material to what extent, or by what 
powers, the trade to the continent Is prohibited. 
ifthe powers who prohibit it, are at war with 
Great Britain, the prohibition is a necessary con- 
sequence ofthat state. Ifat peace, it is their own 
act; and whether it be voluntary, or compulsive, 
they alone are answerable for it. If the act be 
taken at the instigation and under the influence 
of France, the most that can be said, is, that it 
justifies reprisal against them, by a similar méa- 
sure. Onno principle whatever can it be said to 
give any sanction to the conduct of G. B. towards 
neutral nations. 

The United States can have no objection tothe 
employment of their commercial capital in the 
supply of France, and of the continent generally, 
with manufactures, and to comprise in the supply 
those of Great Britain, provided those powers 
will consent toit. But they cannot undertake to 
force such supplies on France or on any other 
power, in compliance with the claim of the Bri- 
tish government, on principles incompatible with 
the rights of every independent nation, and they 
will not demand in favour of another power, what 
they cannot claim for themselves. 

All that Great Britain could with reason com- 
plain of, was the inhibition by the French decrees, 
of the lawful trade of neutrals, with the British 
dominions. As soon as that inhibition ceased, her 
i hibition of our trade with France, ought in like 
manner to have ceased. Having pledged herself 
to proceed fart frassu with PF rance in the revoca- 
tion of their respective acts violating neutral rights, 


it has afforded just cause of complaint, and even \\ was issued; and this 
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of astonishment to the U. States, that the British 
government should have sanctioned the séizure 
and condemnation of American vessels under (he 
orders in council after the revocation of the French 
decrees was announced, and even in the very mo- 
ment when your mission avowed to be conciliato, 
ry, was to have its effect. 

I will only add that had it appeared finally, that 
France had failed to perform her engagement, it 
might at least have been expected, that Great Brit- 
ain would not have molested such of the vessels 
of the United States as might be entering the ports 
of France, on the faith of both governments, till 
that failure was clearly proved. 

To many insinuations in your letter I make no 
reply, because they sufficiently suggest tle cniy 
one that would be proper. 

If it were necessary tedwel! on the impartiali- 
ty which has been observed by the United States 
towards the two beiligerents, | might ask, wheilh- 
er if Great Britain hed accepted the condition 
which was offered equally to her and France, by 
the act of May Ist, 1810, and France had rejected 
it, there is cause to doubt that the non-importation 
act would have been carried into effect against 
France? No such doubt can possibly exist, be- 
cause ina former instance, when this government, 
trusting to a fulfilment by yours of an arrange- 
ment which put an end toa non-intercourse with 
Great Britain, the non-intercourse was continued 
against France, who had not then repealed her de- 
crees as it was not doubted England had done.— 
Has it not been repeatedly declared to your gov- 
ernment that if Great Britain would revoke her or- 
ders in council, the President would immediately 
cause the non-importation to cease? You well 
know that the same declaration has often been made 
to yourself, and that nothing more is wanting to 
the removal of the existing obstructions to the 
commerce between the two countries, than a sat- 
isfactory assurance, which will be received with 
pleasure from yourself, that the orders in council 
are at an end. 

By the remark in your letter of the $d of July, 
that the blockade of May, 806, bad beem in¢lu- 
ded in the more comprekensive system of the ov- 
ders in council of the following year, and that, if 
that blockade should be continued in force after 
the repeal of the orders in council, it would be in 
consequence of the special application of a suffi- 
cient naval force, I-could not but infer your idea 
tto be, that the repeal of the orders in council 
would necessarily involve the repeal of the block- 
pade of May. I was the more readily induced to 
make this inference, from the consideration that 
if the blockade was not revoked by the repeal of 
the orders in council, there would be no necessity 
for giving notice that it would be continued : as 
by the further consideration, that according to 
the decision of your court of admiralty, a block- 
ade instituted by proclamation does not cease by 
the removal of the force applied to it, nor with- 
out a formal notice by the government to that ef- 
fect. 

It is not, however, wished to discuss any ques- 
tion relative to the mode by which that blockade 
may be terminated. Its actual termination is the 
material object for consideration. 

It is easy to show, and it has already been a- 
bundantly shown, that the blockade of May, 1806, 
is inconsistent on any view that may be taken of 
it wiih the law of nations. It is also easy to show 
that, as now expounded, it is equally inconsistent 
with the sense ofyour cement when the order 
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sonally. 

If you will examine the order, you will find 
that itis strictly, little more than a blockade of ihe 
coast from the Seine to Ostend. There is an ex-| 
press reservation in it in favour of neutrals to any 
part of the coast between Brest and the Seine, 
and between Ostend andthe Elbe. Neutral pow- 
ers are permitted by it totake from their own ports 
every kind of produce without distinction as to 
its origin ; and to carry it to the continent under 
that limitation, and with the exception only of 
contraband of war and enemy’s property, and to 
bring thence to their own ports in return, whatev- 
er articles they think fit. Why were contraband 
of warand enemy’s property excepted, if a com- 
merce even in those articles would not otherwise 
have been permitted under the reservation? No |) 
order was necessary to subject them to seizure. 
They were liable to it by the jaw of nations. 

Why then did the British government institute 
a blockade which with respect to neutrals was not 
rigorous as to the greater part of the coast com- 
prised in it? If you will look to the state of 
things which then existed between the United 
States and Great Britain, you will find the an- 
swer. A controversy bad taken place between 
our governments on a different topic, which was 
silll depending. The British government had 
interfered with the trade between France and her 
allies in the produce of their colonies. The just 
claim of the United States was then a subject of 
negociation ; and your gorernment professing its 
willingness to make a satisfactory arrangement of 
it, issued the order which allowed the trade, 
without making any concession as to the princi- 
ple, reserving that for adjustment by treaty. It 
was in this light that I viewed, and in this sense 
that I represented that order to my government ; 
and in no other did I make any comment on it. 

When you reflect that this order by allowing 
the trade of neutrals, in colonial productions, to 
all that portion of the coast which was not rigor- 
ously blockaded, afforded to the U. States an ac- 
commodation jn a principal point then at issuc be- 
tween our governments, and of which their citi- 
zens extensively availed themselves ,that that trade 
and the question of blockade, and every other ques- 
tion in which the United Siates and Great Britain 
were interested, were then in a train of amicable | 


to the remarks which you have applied to me per- | 


negociation, you will, I think, see the cause why 
the minister who then represented the United 
States with the British government did not make 
a formal complaint against it. You have appeai- 
ed to me who happened to be that minister, and 
urged my silence as an evidence of my approba- 
tion of, or at least acquiescence in the blockade. 
An explanation of the cause of that supposed si- 
lence is not less due to myself, than to the true 
character of the transaction with the minister 
with whom I had tie bonor totreat. I may add, 
that an official formal complaint was not likely to 
be resorted to, because friendly communications 
were invited and preferred. The want of such a 
document is no preof that the measure was ap- 

roved by me, or that no complaint was made.— 


——_— 


- 








n recalling to my mind as this incident naturally 
does, the manly character of that distinguished 
and illustrious statesman, and the confidence with 
which he inspired all those wiih whom he had to 
treat, I shall be permitted to express, as a sligin 
tribute of respect to his memory, the very high 
consideration in which I have always held his 

reat talents and virtues. 

The U, States have n@t-nor can they approve 





a 


the blockade of an extensive coast. Nothing cer- 
tainly can be inferred from any thing that has pas- 
sed relative to the blockade of May, 1806, to coun- 
tenance such an inference. 

It is seen with satisfaction that you still admit 
that the «pplication of an adequate force is neces- 
sary to give a blockade a legei character, and that 
it wil! lose that character whenever that adequate 
force ceases to be applied. As it cannot be al- 
ledged that the application of any such adequate 
force has been continued, and actually exists in 
the case of the blockade of May, 1806, it would 
seem to be a fair inference that the repeal of the 
orders in council will leave no insuperable diffi- 
cully with respect to it. 


ed by the application of an adequate force, would 
have the effect of sustaining a blockade admitted 
to require the application of an adequate force, un- 
ull such adequaie force, should actually take the 
place of the orders in council. Whenever any 
blockade is instituted, it will be a subject for con- 
sideration, and if the blockade be in conformity to 
the law of nations, there will be no disposition in 
this government to contest it. 

I have the honor to be, kc. 

(Signed) JAMES MONROE. 
Augustus J. Foster, 
Esq. Se. Se. Se. 





MR. MONROE TO MR. FOSTER. 


Defiariment of State, Oct. 17, 1811. 
Sir, 


I have the honor to communicate to you a || 


copy of two letters from the charge des affaires 
of the United States at Paris, to their charge des 
affaires at London, and a copy of a corre: pundence 
of the latter with the Marquis Wellesley on the 
subject. By this it will be seen, that Mr. Smith 


was informed by the Marquis of Wellesley, that | 


he should transmit to you a copy of the communi- 
cation from Paris, that it might have full conside- 
ration in the discussions depending here. 

Although an immediate repeal was to have been 
expected from your government, on the receipt of 
this communication, if the new proof which it af- 
fords of the French repeal was satisfactory, yet it 
wiil be very agreeable to learn that you are now 
authorised to concur ip an arrangement thet will 

erminate both the orders in council and the non- 
importation act. 

P. S. Hearing that you will not be intown for 
severe! days, this letter, anc one bearing date on 
the first of this month, which I had prepared and 
intended to deliver to you on my return here, are 
for warded by a special messenger. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 
(Signed) JAS. MONROE. 

Augustus J. Foster, 


be ae i~ ie od 
Ley. Oc. Se. Ce. 





Mr. Russel to Mr. J. 8S. Smith. 
dated Paris, 5th July, 1811. 
Sir, 

I observe by your letter of the 7th ult. your 
solicitude to obizin evidence of the revocaticn' of 
the Beriin end Milan decrees 

On the 5th of August last the Duke of Cadore 
announced to General Armstrong, that these ce- 
crees were revoked, and that they would cease to 
operate on the first of November. Since the Ist 
of November these decrees have not, to my know- 


To suppose the contra- | 
ry, would be to suppose that the orders in council, | 
said to include that blockade, resting themselves | 
on a principle of retaliation only, and not sustain- | 





| ledge,in any instance, been executed to the preju- 

dice of American property arriving sinc ethat time. 
On the contrary, the Grace-Aun-Green, coming 
clearly within the penal terms oi those decrees, 
had they continued in force, was liberated in De- 
cember last, and her cargo admitied in April. 
This vessel had indeed been taken by the Engiish 
and retaken from them ; but as this circumstance 
is not assigned here as the cause of the liberation 
of this property, it ought not to be presumed to 
have operated alone as suc}. 

W hatever special reasons may be supposed for 
the release of the Grace-Aun-Green, that of the 
|| New-Orleans Packet must have resulted from the 
|| revocation of the French edicis. 

The New-Orleans Packet had been boarded by 
two English vessels of war, and had been some 
|| ume at an English port, and thus doubly Lransgres- 
| sed against the decrees of Milan. On arriving at 
} Bordesux, she was im fact seized by the Director 
|! of ihe Customs, and these very transgressions ex- 
'| pressly assigned asthe cause of seizure. When 
1 I was informed of this precipitate aci of the offi- 
cer at Bordeaux, I remonstrated against it on the 
| sole ground that the decrees, under which it was 

made, had been revoked. ‘This remonsirance 
|| was heard. Ali further proceedings against the 
|| New-Orleans Packet were arresied, and on the 
| 9th of January, both the vessel and the cargo were 
|| ordered to be placed at the disposition of the own- 
‘lers, on giving bond. This bond has since been 
|| cancelled by an order of the government, and thus 

the liberation of the property perfected. The N, 
Orleans Packet has been some time waiting in 
, the Garonne, with her return cargo on board, for 
an opportunity only of escaping the English or- 
| dersin council. 
I know of no other American vessel arrived 
voluntarily in the empire of France or the king- 
dom of Italy, since the first of November, to 
which the decrees of Berlin and Milan could be 
api ited. 

lam, Sir, very respectlully, your obedient ser- 
| vant, 

Signed) JONA. RUSSELL. 
NW J. S&S. Smith, Esg. Charge 


; yr 
des Affaires, sondon, 


> 











Aur. Russell to Afr. Smith. 
| Peris, 14th July, 1811, 


| Sir, 
| 





I had the honor to address to you, on the Sth 
| inst. a brief account of the Grace-Ann-Green and 
| of the New-Orleans Packet. The proof which 
| these cases furnish, especially the latter, ought, 
i} when unopposed as it is, by any conflicting cir 
| cumstance, to be considered as Conclusive of the 
‘revocation of the French edicts, to which, if con- 
| tinued in jorce, those cases would have been ha- 
ible. In addition, however to their existence, I 
| have now the satisfaction to communicate to you 
li the liberation of the Two-Brothers, the Good-In- 
|} tent, and the Star, three American vessels captur- 
led since the Ist of November and brought inte 
this empire or into ports under its controul. I 
'l should have no doubt been able to have announced 
\| the ielease, by one general decision, of every A- 
mericahb vessel capiured since that period, if the 
| only enquiry were whether or not they had viola- 
|} ted the Berlin and Milan decrees. Unfortunate- 
|| Iv, however, the practices of late years ender the 
| question of property extremely dificult to be sat- 
isfuctorily decided amidst false papers and false 
| oaths ; after the most minute and tedious Invesils 
{ 
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gation, it often remains doubtful whether this 
property belongs to a neutral or an enemy. 
time employed in this investigation has surely no 
connection with the Berlin and Milan decrees, 
and cannot be considered as evidence of their con- 
tinuance. | 

It is possible that these decrees may be kept in 
force in their municipal character, and be applied 
for the confiscation of English merchandize on 
the continent—and to prevent their performing 
this function does not appear to be a concern of 
the U. States, nor can the measure adopted in re- 


taliation of it, on the part of England, be justly ex- | 


tended beyond its limits and made to reach an un- 
offending neutral power, which the act of her en- 
emy does not affect. 

It is sufficient for us that the Berlin and Mi- 
lan decrees have ceased to be, executed on the 
high seas, and if the orders in ceuncil stiil contin- 
uc to operate there, they surely are not supported 
by any principle of the law of retaliation, but 
must be considered as a simple and unqualified 
violation of our neutral and national rights. 

The proof now before you of the revocation of 
the Berlin and Milan decrees consists in the pre- 
cise and formal declarations of this government, 
in its discontinuance to execute them to our pre- 
judice in a singie instance ; in its having exempt- 
ed from their operation every vessel arriving spon- 
taneously since the first of November, to which 
they could be applied ; and every vessel forcibly 
brought in since that time on which there has been 
3 decision. After such evidence, to pretend to 

loubt of their revocation with regard to us would 
seem to be the result of something more than 
mere incredulity. 
With much respect, &e. 
‘ JONA. RUSSELL. 


Lord Wellesley to Mr. John 8. Smith. 
Foreign-Office, Aug. 14, 1811. 
SiR, 

Since the date of my last letter, I have the 
honor to inform you, that I have received a letter 
irom Mr. Foster, his majesty’s minister in Amer- 
ica, by which it appears that he had actually com- 
menced a negociation with the government of the 
United States, respecting the British orders in 
council. His dispatches containing the particulars 
of the negociation have not yet reached me: Un- 
der these circumstances I have transmitted a co- 
py of your letter together with its enclosure, to 
Mr. Foster, in order that those documents may 
receive full consideration in the progress of the 
discussions, now depending in America. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 
(Signed) WELLESLEY. 


Mr, Foster to Mr. Monroe. 
Washington, Oct. 22, 1811. 
Sir, 

I had the honor to receive your letter of the 
17th instant, together with its three enclosures, 
on the road between Baltimore and this city ; I 
had that of receiving at the same time your letter 
dated Oct. 1, in answer to mine of the 26th of last 
July. 

Not having had any dispatches from his majes- 
ty’s government lately, I have not as yet received 
the copy of the recent communication from Paris 
in regard to the supposed repeal of the French 
decrees which the charge d’affaires of the United 


The } 


| 


derstood the Marquis Wellesley intended to trans- 
mit to me, and which I conciude is the same us 
that contained in the letter of Mr. Russel, the A- 
merican charge d’affaires in France. I am how- 
ever in daily expectation of the arrival of his ma- 
jesty’s packet boat, when it will in all probability 
reach me, and when if I should receive any fresh 
instructions i consequence I will not fail imme- 
diately to acquaint you. Inthe meanwhile, how- 
ever, I beg you will permit me to make some re- 
marks in reply to your letter of Oct. 1, being ex- 
tremely anxious to do away the impression which 
you scem to have received relative to the demand 
{ had made for the repeal of the non-importation 
act of the present year. 

It is, 1 assure you, sir, with very great regret 
that I find you consider that demand as involving 
in any degree propositions tending to degrade 
your nation. Such an idea certainly never exist- 
ed with his majesty’s government, nor would it 
be Compatible with the friendly sentiments enter- 
tained by them for the United States, neither 
could I have suffered myself to be tle channel of 
conveying a demand which I thought had such a 
tendency. However you view the demand made 
on the part of Great Britain, I can safely say that 
it was made in consequence of its appeating to his 
majesty’s government on strong evidence that the 
chief of the French nation had really deceived A- 
merica as tothe repeal of his decrees and in the 
hopes that the United States’ government would 
therefore see the justice of replacing this country 
on its former footing of amicable relations with 
England, nothing appearing to be more natural 
than such an expectation, which seemed a neces- 
sary consequence of the disposition expressed by 
America to maintain her neutrality, and desirable 
in every other point of view. I cannot indeed 
bring myself to think sir, that your candour would 
allow you, on a consideration, to put any other con- 
struction om the matter, and had my arguments 
had sufficient weight with you in shewing that 
the I’rench decrees were still in force, I cannot 
doubt but you would have agreed with me in the 
conclusion I drew ; it would seem therefore only 
owing to your not viewing the deceitful conduct 
of the French government in the same light that 
it appears to his majesty’s government, that a dif- 
ference of opinion exists between us as to the pro- 
posal I made, which under the conviction enter- 
tained by them was surely a very just and natural 
one. 

From the earnest desire of vindicating myself 
and my government from the charge of making 
any degrading or unjust demands on that of Amer- 
ica, I have taken the liberty to trouble you so far, 
and i will now proceed to shew why I thought 
you had misunderstood the passage of my letter 
which related to the extent in which the repeal of 
the French decrees was required by Great Brit- 
ain. Inthe explanation which you desired on this 
point I gave you that which the Marquis Welles- 
ley yave to Mr. Pinkney in answer to his letter of 
August 25, 1810, and I beg to refer you to the 
message of the President of the United States on 
opening of Congress in December, 1810, for a 
proof that the demand of G.Britain in the extent 
in which I have stated it was known to your gov- 
ernment several months ago ; how was I there- 
fore to suppose in the term innovations, as appli- 
ed to the explanation given by me, that you could 
mean otherwise than some really new pretension 
on the part of Great Britain such as that France 
should suffer British property to be carried into 











States at London has intimated to you that he un- 


her ports forthe purposes of trade? If the warmth 
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I was betrayed into in endéavoring to refute a sup- 
posed imputation of this Sort gave any offence, I 
sincerely regret it, und I will beg permission here 
to say, sir, that if unconsciously F have by any of 
my remarks led you to suppose they conveyed a- 
hy improper insinuations, as one paregraph of 
your letter would appear to imply, I am most un- 
fcignedly sorry for it, as I entertain the highest 
respect for you personally and for your govern- 
ment, and could only have meant what I wrote in 
the way of argument, or for the purpose of con- 
trusting the proceedings of France in her conduct 
towards the United States with that of Great Brit- 
ain, 

In reverting to the extraordinary and unprece- 
dented situation of things that has arisen out of 
the war in Europe it would seem needless to re- 
peat the evidence there is that the lawless and un- 
bounded ambition of the ruler of France has been 
the origin of it, and it cannot be a secret to the U. 
States’ government that his plan has been, and a- 
vowcedly ccninues to be, not to scruple at the vio- 
lation of any law, provided he can thereby overs 
throw the maritine power of England. Is it not 
therefore reasonable in Great Britain to distrust an 
ambiguous declaration of his having suddenly giv- 
en up any part of a system which he thought cal- 
culated to produce such an effect? You say how- 
ever that the decrees of Berlin and Milan are re- 
voked. America, as not being at war and there- 
fore not seeing so nearly into the views of France, 
may be less scrupulous as to the evidence neces- 
sary to prove the fact; but, sir, it surely cannot 
be expected that Great-Britain, who is contending 
for every thing that is dear to her, should not re- 
quire more proof on a point so material to her — 
It is undoubtedly a very desirable thing for the U. 
States to have a free and unrestricted trade with 
both belligerents, but the essential security and 
most important interests of America are not in- 
volved in the question as are. e of G. Britain. 
France has levelled a blow which she hopes will 
prove deadly to the resources of Great Britain, 
and before the British goverument can with safe- 
ty give up the measures of defenee in consequence 
udopted by them, very strong proof must exist of 
the cessation by France of her novel and tnprece- 
dented measures. 


I confess, sir, with the sincerest disposition to 
discover on the part of the rulerof France a re- 
turn to the long established practice of warfare as 
exercised in civilized Europe, I have been unable 
to succeed; and if the French government had 
really meant to withdraw their obnoxious decrees, 
it is inconceivable why, instead of allowing their 
intention to be guessed at or inferred, they should 
not openly and in plain language have decla- 
red so—the decrees themselves having been 
clearly enough announced on their enactment, 
why should not their revocation be equally expli- 
cit. 

While however, numerous declarations have 
been made on the part of France of the continued 
existence of the decrees and captures made un- 
der them of neutral ships have occurred, a few of 
the American vessels seized since Noy. 1, have 
been restored, and the foregoing, a very small part 
of his plunder, is desired by Bonaparte ae con- 
sidered as a proof of the sincerity of his Pevoca- 
tion by America ; but it must be recollected that 


‘besides the object of ruining the British resources 


by his own unauthorized regulation, he has also 
that of endeavoring to obtain the aid of the Unit. 
ed States for the same ppepose, and herein you 
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will, as I had the honor to femark in a a former 
letter, be ab'e to observe the cause of the apparr- 


ently contradictory langaage held both by himself |) 


and by his ministers. . 

_ shall be extremely happy, to receive from 
you, sir, the information that in a frank and unam- 
biguous manner the chief of the French govern- 
ment had revoked his decrees. Why he should 
not do so, is inexplicable if he means to revert to 
the ordinary rules of war, but while he exercises 
such despotic sway wherever his influence ex- 
tends, to ruin the resources of England, it cannot 
be expected that Great Britain shall not use the 
means she possesses for the purpose of making 
him feel the pressure of hisown system, There 
is every reason to believe that ere long the effects 
on the enemies of Great Britain wi'l be such as ir- 
resistibly to produce'a change which will place 
commerce on its forimer basis. In the mean time, 
sir, I hope you wili not think it extraordinary if I 
should contend that the seizure of American ships 
by France, since Nov. 1, and the positive and un- 
gualificd declarations of the French government 
are stronger proofs of the continued existence of 
the French decrees and the bad faith of the ruler 
of France, than the restoration of five or six ves- 
sels, too palpably given up for fallacious purposes 
or in testimony of his satisfaction at the attitude 
taken by America, is a proof of their revocation, 
or of his return to the principles of justice. 

I will only repeat, sir, in answer to your obser- 
vations on the late condemnation of the ships ta- 
ken under his majesty’s orders in council, what I 
have already had the honour to state to you, that 
the delay which took place in their condemnation 
was not in consequence of any doubt existing in 
his majesty’s government, as to whether the 
French decrees were revoked, as you seem to im- 
agine, but in consequence of its being thought 
that the American government, upon its appear- 
ing that they were deceivedby I’vance, would have 
ceased their injurious measures aguinst the Brit- 
ish commerce. Aconsidcrable time elapsed be- 
fore the decision took place on those ships, and 
there is no doubt, but that had the United States’ 
government not persisted in their unfriendly atti- 


wide towards Great Britain on discovering the ill | 


faith of France, a spirit of conciliation in his ma- 
jesty’s government would have caused their re- 
icase. 

In reply to your observations on the pretensions 
of G. Britain relative to the revocation of the 
French decrees, I beg to repeat that the sum of 
the demand made by England is that France 
should follow the established laws of warfare a 
practised in former warsin Europe. Ifer ruler 
by his decrees of Berlin and Milan ceclered him- 
seifno longer bound by them, he has openly re- 
nounced them in his violent efforts to ruin the re- 


sources of CG. Britain, and has trampled on the | 


ights of ince nt nations to effect bis purpose. | bau s 
rights of in¢ependent nations to efi purty ‘ those that were furnished by your former commu- 


If the French government make use of niean» of 
unprecedented violence to prevent the intercourse 
of England with unoffending neutrals, can it be 
expected that England should tamely suffer the 
establishment of such a novel systern of war 
without retaliation, and endeavouring in her turn 
to prevent the French from enjoying the advanta- 
ges of which she is nnlewfally deprived? 

Having explained already the situation in which 
the question of the bletkade of Muy, 1806, rests 
according to the views of his majesty’s govern- 
ment, and the desire of G. Britain to conduct her 
sysiemof bl kade according to the laws of na- 
tions, I will on'y advertyto it on this occasion for 
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the purposs of taking the liberty of acknowledg- 
ing to you the very great pleasure I received trom 
the highly honourable mark of respect which you 
have taken the occasion tu express for the illus- 
trious statestnan from whose counsels that meas- 
ure emanated. 


I need not repeat to you, sir, what sincere satis- 


faction it would give me if without the sacrifice of 


the essential rights and interests of G. Britain all 


the peints in discussion between ourtwo countries 


could be finally adjusied. 

IT have the honour tobe, with the highest con- 
sideration and respect, sir, your most obedient, 
humble servant, AUG. J. FOSTER. 

To the Honorable James Monroe, &c. &ce, 


ir. Monroe to Mr. Foster. 
Depfrartment of State, Oct. 29, 1811. 


I have had the honour to receive your lette + 
ofthe 22d of this month and to lay it before the 
President. 
| The assurance which you have given of your 
_ disposition to reciprocate, in ourcommunications 
,on the important subjects depending between 
'our governments the respectful attention which 
each has a right to claim, and no departure from 
it was intended in your letter of the 26th of Ju- 
ly, has been received with the satisfaction due 
to the frank and conciliatory spirit in which it 
was taade. 

I learn, however, with much regret, that you 
have received no instructions from your govern- 
ment founded oa the new proof of the revocation 
of the Berlin and Milan decrees, which was com- 
municated to the Marquis of Wellesley by the 
American charge des affaires at London, in a 
document of which I had the honor to transmit 
to youa copy. It might fairly have been presum- 
ed, as 1 have before observed, that the evidence 
afforded by that document, of the compicte revo- 
cation of those decrees, so far as they interfered 
with the commerce of the United States with the 
British dominions, would have been followed by 
an immediate repeal of the orders in council.— 
From the reply ef the Marquis of Wellesley, it 
was at least to have been expected that no time 
had been lost in transmitting that document to 
you, and thet the instructions accompanying it 
would have manifested a change in the senti- 
ments of your government on the subject. 
The regret therefore cannot but be increased in 
finding that the communication which I had the 
honour to make to you, has not even had the ef- 
fect of suspending your efiorts to vindicate the 
perseverance of your government in enforcing 
those orders. 

I regret also to observe, that the lightin which 
you have viewed this document, and the remarks 
which you have made on the subject generally, 
seem to precludeany other yiew of the conditions 
on which those orders are to be revoked, than 


Cc. 
JiR, 





nications. You still adhere to the pretension 


‘that the productions and manufactures of G. Brit- 


ain, when neutralized, must be admitted into the 
ports of your enemies. This pretension, how- 
ever vague the language heretofore held by your 
government, particularly by the Marquis of Wel- 
lesley, in his communications with Mr. Pinkney, 
on the subject, was never understood to have 
been embraced. Nothing indeed short of the 
specific declarations which you have made would 
have induced a Letief that such was the case. 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
(Signed) JAS. MONROE. 
Augustus J. Foster, Esq. Se. Se. 


| 
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Mr. Foster to Mr. Monroe. 


Washington, Oct. 31, 1811. 
Sir, 


_Idid not reply at great length to the obser- 
vations contained in your letter of the Ist inst. on 


ihe pretensions of G. Britain as relative to the 
French system, because you seemed to me te 
have argued as if buta part of the system con- 
tinued, and even that part had ceased to be con- 
sidered as a measure of war against G. Britain. 
For me to have allowed this, would have been at 
once to allow in the face of facts, thatthe decrees 
of France were repealed, and that her unprece- 
dented measures, avowedly pursued in defiance 
of the laws of nations, were become mere ordina- 
ry regulations of trade. I therefore thought fit 
to confine my answer to your remarks, toa gen- 
eral statement of the sum of the demands of G. 
Britain, which was, that France should by effec- 
ually revoking her cecrees revert to the usual 
method of carrying on war as practised in civiliz- 
ed Europe. 

The pretension of Frarce to prohibit all com- 
merce in articles of British origin in every part 
of the continent is one among the many violent 
innovations which are contained in the decrees, 
and which are preceded by the declaration of 
their being founded on a determination of the 
ruler of France, as he himseif avowed, to revert 
to the principles which characterised the barbar- 
ism of the dark ages, and'to forget all ideas of 
justice and even the common feelings of human- 
ity in the new method of carrying on war adopt- 
ed by him. 

It is not however a question with G. Britain 
of mere commercial interest, as you seem to sup- 
pose, which is involved in the attempt by Bona- 
parte to blockade her both by sea and land, but 
one of feeling and of national honor, contending 
as we do against the principles which he profes- 
ses in his new system of warfare. It is impossi- 
ble for us to submit to the doctrine that he hasa 
right to compel the whole continent to break off 
all intercourse with us, and to seize upon vessels 
belonging to neutral nations upon the sole plea 
of their having visited an English port, or of their 
being laden with articles of British or colonial 
produce in whatsoever manner acquired. 

The pretension, however, is but a part of that 
system the whole ef which, under our construc: 
tion ofthe letter of M.Champagny of Aug. 5,110, 
corroborated by many subsequent declarations of 
the French government and not invalidated by a- 
ny unequivocal declaration of a contrary tenor, 
must be considered as still in full force. 

In the communication which you lately trans- 
mitted to me, I am sorry to repeat that I was un- 
able to discover any facts which satisfactorily pro- 
ved that the decrees had been actually repealed, 
and I have already repeatedly stated the reasons 
which too probably led to the restoration of afew 
of the American ships taken in pursuance of the 
Berlin and Milan decrees after Nov. 1. Mr. Rus- 
sell does not seem to deny that the decrees may 
still be kept in force, only he thinks they have 
assumed a municipal character; but in M. Cham- 
pagny’s declaration, ambiguous as it was, there 
is no such division of them into two differentchar- 
acters, for if the contingency required by the 
French minister took place, the Beylin and Milan 
decrees were to cease according to hisexpression 
without any qualification. If therefore, a part of 
them remain or be revived again, as seems to be 
allowed even here, why may not the whole be e- 
qually so? Where proof can be obtained of their 
existence, we have it, namely, in the ports of 
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France, in which vessels have beenavowedly seiz- 
ed under their operation since Nov. !. Of their 
maritime existence we cannot so easily obtain ev- 
idence, because of the few French ships of war 
which venture to leave their harbors. Who can 
doubt however but that hud the ruler of France a 
navy at his command equal to the enforcing of his 
violent decrees, he would soon show that part of 
them to be no dead letter, The principle is not 
the less obnoxious because it is from necessity 
almost dormant for the moment, nor ought it 
therefore to be less an object to be strenuously 
resisted. 

Allow me, sir, here to express my sincere re- 
eret that I have not a6 yet been able to convince 
you, by what 1 cannot but consider the strongest 
evidence, of the continued existence of the 
French decrees, and consequently of the unfriend- 
ly policy of your government in enforcing the 
non-importation against us and opening the trade 
withourenemics. His royal hignacss will, lam 
convinced, learn with untfeigned sorrow, that 
such continues to be still the deterinination of A- 
wnerica, and whatever restrictions on the com- 
merce enjoyed by America in his majesty’s do- 
minions may ensue on the part of G. Britain, as 
retaliatory on the refusal by your government to 
admit the productions of G. Britain while they o- 
pen their harbors to those of his majesty’s ene- 
ynies, they will, l am persuaded, be adopted with 
sincere pain, and with pleasure relinquished 
whenever this country shall resume her neutral 
position and impartial attitude between the two 
belligerents. 

I have the honor to be, with the greatest con- 
sideration and respect, sir, your most obedient 
humble servant, AUG. J. FOSTER. 
Zo the honorable James Monroe. &c. We. 

[ Documents to be continued. } 














* See what they have done!” fell upon his face and in- | 
stantly expired. The corpse was taken inio the revenue 
boat, and carried to shore. The skiff and haif the Salt 
was delivered to Hilliard—no ovner article of goods being 
found in his possession. 

Walker has made his escape. Verdict of the Jury, 
Wilful Murder. It is stated that Brooks has left a wife 
and three small children to lament his untimely end. 





Rutland, Nov. 1$, 1211. 











Aournal of. the Gime, 


To Correspondents and Readers. 

Communications, unless particularly important, must 
be deferred until the publication of the “ Documents” is 
concluded. 

We shall not insert the proceedings of Congress, until 
something interesting is transacted by that branch of the 
government. 

(> A long list of new insolvent cases, is again post- 
poned. My next will probably contain a few hundred 
names, 
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[ Both sides of a melancholy story } 
Bennincron, Nov. 18. 

A Mr. Hilliard and Harrington Brooks carried a few 
bushels of corn, peas and beans from St. Albans to St. 
Johns, with which they purchased eight bushels of salt, 
for the use of five families who were destitute of salt and 
salted provisions: returning with it in a smail skiff on 
Sunday morning, the 3d inst. they were hailed by the 
sentry at Windmill Point, and ordered to heave to—but 
they proceeded on; a revenue boat with two men in it 
pursued them, but the skiff by rowing round and between 
‘wo small islands kept out of their reach, although they 
-ame so nigh each other as frequently to converse togeth- 
er. About 9 o’clock another revenue beat, in which was 
Kir. Buel, the custom house officer himsélf went to their 
assistance; yet they were unable to take the skiff—the 
pursued sportingly telling them he would surrender when 
he was run down. Brooks all the time proffered to pay 
for the Salt, or give up one half, and pay for the other, 
which he said their necessities demanded : this was refu- 
sed. Buel about 10 o’clock manned one of his boats with 
his best rowers, and approached the skiff until within 
four rods, when Walker fired from a double-barrelled gun 
a blauk charge, and immediately after, a shot into the 
breast of Brooks, who tearing open his clothes exclaimed, 


k Baltimore American: 


We hear from the lines, that Mr. Harrington Brooks, 
, of St. Albans, in attempting to run some British manufac- 
_tured goods into the states, contrary to the non-intercourse 
| Jaw, and in defiance of the collector of the revenue, was, 
| on Sunday the Sd inst. shot dead in a boat. ‘The circum. 
| stances, as stated in a Burlington paper, are these: “ ‘That 
| Brooks and another person, on the day above-named, 
were on board a skiff loaded with British merchandize, 
bringing the same from the Bri:ish province of Lower Can- 
ada, into the district of Vermont. It is also stated, that 
the revenue boats cliased the said skiff 5 or 6 miles this 
side of the lines, with the ensign and pendant hoisted on 
board of one of the boats, and had fired two or three shots 
before the fatal one which caused Brooks’s death.” 

The collector was, unquestionably, governed by the fol- 
lowing section in “fan act to regulate the collection of du- 
ties cn imports and tonnage ” 

Section 102. 
ters and boats, employed in the service of the revenue, 
shall be distinguished from other vessels byan ensign and 
| pendant, with such marks thereon as shall be prescribed 

and directed by the President of the U. States; and in 
| case any ship or vessel liable to seizure or examination 
shall not bring to, on being required, or being chased by 
any cutter or boat having displayed the pendant and ensign 
prescribed for vessels in the revenue service, it shall be 
lawful for the captain, master of other person having com- 
mand of such cutter or boat, to fire at or into such vessel 
which may not bring to, after such pendant and ensign 
shall be hoisted, and a gun shail have been fired by such 
cutter or boat us a signal ; and such captain, master or 
other person as aforesaid, and all persons acting by or un 
der his direction, shall be indemnified from all penalties, 
or actions for damages for so doing; anc if any person 
shall be killed or wounded by such firing, and the captain, 
master, or other person aforesaid, shall be prosecuted or 
| arrested therefor, such captain, master or other person 
| Shall be forthwith admitted to bail. 

Passed March the 2d, 1799; approved by John Adams, 
President of the U. States. : ; 

—~——- a 
[From the Columbian.] 

U. S. Supreme Judges —Mr. Duvall, who succeeds Mr. 
Chase, i3 from Maryland, the same staie with the deceas- 
ed. Mr. Story, who is appointed, on Mr. Adams’ decilin. 
ing, to fill the place of jude Cushing, is of Massachusetts, 
the state to which Mr. C. belonged. Hence there has been 
no ground for complaint on the score of geographical pre- 
judice in locating the incumbents. 








And be it further enactcd, That the cut- 





Judge Srory, as nearly as we can recollect, is a bar- 
rister of Salém, and formerly chosen member of congress 
on the death of Mr. Crowninshield. He is distinguished | 
in the literary world as the author of a poem on The | 
Pleasures of Solitude, from which we have seen some very 
handsome extracts, and a volume of law reports or com- 
mentaries, which has been highly applauded. 

Judge Duva.s is thus spoken of by the editor of the 


«“ The legal capacity, talents and long experience of 
Mr. Duvall, in stations which require a thorough and com- 
prehensive Knowledge of the theory and the practice of 
law, are so universally known in this state, that it would 
be superfiuous 10 say any thing in his favor. His services 
to his country have been ardent and persevering : his pat- 
riotism admits not the shadow of adoubt: his devotion to 
the free principles of the American constitution, to repub- 
lican liberty, and to the faithful and s¢rupulous adminis- 
tration of the laws, will be doubted by none who know 
with what an unabating zeal he has always’ vindicated the 
rights of his country, nor by any who are acquainted with 
the impartiality, and the undevisting fidelity with which 
he has fulfilled the Ligh duties of the great law office of 
the federal treasury. In private reputation no man excels 
Mr. Duvall. At once plain, affable, and correct in his 
manners and deportment, he is exempted from those ex- 
citements of passion, which would totally unfit a man to 
fili the office of a judge. We believe, that he is to be 
prevailed upon to swerve from the path of strict official 
rectitude neither by favor nor by fear. In truth, the ap- 
pointment will do honor to the country and to its govern- 
ment.” 
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Boston, Nov. 20. 

Latest from Prance—By the Dolphin arrived yesierda 
from Bordeaux we received verbal advices to the 30t 
and a file of papers to the 22d September: brit after a 
careful perusal we have not found any thing inthem which 
relates to the United States, or their affairs; and very 
little to the affairs of Europe. 

Mr. Guild, a gentleman who was passenger, has sta- 
ted, that it was not considered in France, that the Berlin 
and Milan decrees were revoked. 

The Emperor Napoleon, on his journey to Holland, 
was accompanied by five of his principal Ministers ; and 
had been followed by ourMinister, Mr. Barlow. During 
Mr. b’s stay in Paris he was upon very intimate terms 
te the Duke of Bassano, the Minister of Forcign af- 
urs, 

The Emperor had granted twelve New LICENCES for 
the importation of Rice free of.dyty, and liberty to exe, 
port the proceeds at pleasure. j 

Bonaparte lad granted some handsome premiums toa 
number of manufacturers of sugar de raisin. The quan- 
tity manufactured is about 70 tons. 

Latest from Portugal—By the Tartar, from Lisbon, 
we havea file of the “ Diary” of that city to the 13th 
October. 

It appears by a note in the paper of the 4th, that one 
of the ouiposts of dhe allied army had been attacked by 
the French, who were at first successful, but were af- 
terwards repulsed with loss. The following article no 
doubt alludes to this event. 

“ VALENCIA, 
[de Alcantara nent the agus in Spanish Estremadura.] 
October 4, 1811. 

The convoy intended to succour Ciudad Rodrigo enter- 
ed that city the 24th, protected by 50,000 men, under 
Marshal Marmont :—The English army made a retrogade 
movement, and occupied. the height of Bodim [a short 
distance from the late head-guarters of Lord Wellington, 
at Fuente Grinaldo) with a battery of six guns and a how- 
itzer, in Which were four battalions and 400 cavalry. On 
the 25th 12,000 of the garrison of Ciudad Rodrigo (of 
which 3,500 were cavalry) attacked the battery, and car- 
ried it. Lord Wellington put himself at the head of 400 
cavalry, covered with infantry, attacked the enemy with 
success, recovered the artillery, and arrived with this 
small force at Grinaldo, notwithstanding the charges of 
the numereus French cavalry.” 

The war in the interior of Spain appeared, by numerous 
sketches of accounts in th@Diaryy to be prosecuted with 
augmented activity; a ere Ys ammofficiat account of 
General Ballesteros’ having defeated a French corps of 
3000 men, at Alcola, under Gen. Regneux, with “ horri- 
ble loss.” 

a 


Exiract of a letter duted Martinique, Oct 17, 1811. 


* On the 10th inst. were executed at. a Polence a U'Ang- 
lois fifteen Principals (11 mulattoes, two of whom weve 
Haytian Generals, and 4 negroes) ina PLOT formed for 
firing of the Town, and destruction of all the white men, 
and such of the white ladies as were not destined to a 
worse fate !~Others of the chiefs are in prison, and some 
few of the same cast ave not yet taken, so that 1am in 
hopes to see another long string of such ** Dukes” and 
‘‘Generals” soon tucked up. The plot had long since 
been forming, and was on the point of commencing when 
it was accidentally discovered by an old mulatress con‘es- 
sing toler Priest. Her name is religiously kept a secret. 
Some of the chiefs had, indeed, actually commenced by 
demanding and seizing upon the arms of the neighbouring 
planters; and but for the timely information received, and 
the activity shewn by the troops, which checked the brig- 
ands in the commencement of their horrid career, there 
would not, perhaps, in half an hour, been one white man. 
alive to tell the dismal tale! Martial law has been pro- 





claimed, tho’ from the restoration of tranquility, it is con- 
sidered hardly necessary ” 








THE KNOT, 


—— —=— 


MARRIED, 
At Cambiidge, MARTIN LEE, Esq. of Granville, to 
Miss ANN WENDELL, daughter of Gerrit Wendell, 
Esq. 








THE KNELL. 


(ee como 
_———— 


DIED, ~ 
At Boston, ROBERT TREAT PAINE, jun. Esq. a gen. 
tleman very justly celebrated fe, bis poetical talents, and 





literary acquifep.cnts. 
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Wreath. 


[I cannot say whether the follow{ng was, or was not, in- 
tended as a burlesque imitati 
of Kehama ;” but I think it nfist be admitted by. every 
learned critic, that this same “ Ben Burnisher,” is not 
a whit behind “ Kehama” in the art of cursing, howev- 
er inferior he may be to Southey in the art of rhyming. 

Edit. Bal.) 


{From the Indefiendent Mechanic. 


A most solemn curse pronounced by Ben Buryisuer, 
upon a Master Book-Binder, who endeavored to injure 
the business, by working under price. 


My rats and mice devour your paste, 
our paper and your leather ; 
. May your hand letters be defac’d, 

our types all mix’d together : 


May all your pallets, stamps and rolls, 
Be on their faces batter’d ; 

Your beating-stone pick’d full of holes, 
Your hamm’r ia pieces shatter’d. 


And may your standing-press fall down, 
Your press boards all be cracked ; 

May your jaw leather ail turn brown, 
Each law-book edge get blacked. 


a 4 you be bother’d—all your life, 

ith workmen brandy lovers ; 

With sandy boards,* a duil plough knife, 
Thin paste and horny covers. 


And may your gilding all rub,off, 
Your rolls burn through thé leather, 
And you henceforward he obliged 
To finish—in dry weather. | 





And may your polisher up 
The face be full of scratehes ; 

May ev’ry cover you put on 
At least have twenty patches. 


I 

Mayjall your colours be too sirong, 

Se as to rot the leather; 

May all your books be titled wrong, 
Each fly-sheet past’d together. 


May your lying presses all get broke, 
-Your books be wrong collated ; o| 

And may you with foul charcoal smoke 
Be almost suffocated. 


May your apprent’ces run away, 
Your business be diminished, 

And may booksellers never pay 
You, when your work is finished. 


God grant that you distress’d may be 
From constable to the bexdic; 

And live till you can’t feel or see 
Your press—pin from your needle. 





* Paste boards. 


Migeellanp. 


From late English Papers. 


POPULATION OF LONDON. 


The census for the city being now arranged, 
we have subjoined@ general view of the returns 
for Westminster and the respective ‘districts. 

the returns of the same districts in the year 1801 








f Sourney’s “ Curse |}, 
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are added, and the increase in the population 
more minutely stated, while the relative numbers 
of males and females are also given. The dispro- 
portion of females to males is equally general 
throughout the kingdom ; notwithstanding, from 
the registry of births within the bills of mortality, 
itis calculated, that to }05 males, there are less 
than 100 females born. ‘The parishes conspicu- 
ous for an accession of inhabitants are also noticed. 
Sir Wm. Petty, in 1682, expected London would 
go on increasing till the year 1800, at which time 
he thought the population would amonnt to five 
millions! Dr. Brackenbridge, in 1754, calculated 
the population at 754, 812, which was probably an 
over estimate at that time. 















































Males. Females. Total. 

London (city) 1811 57,062 59,693 116,755 
Westminster 1811 74,580 87,548 162,077 
(city) 1801 70,986 82,286 153,272 
Increase 3,344 5,257 8,805 

The Borough, 1811 28,579 32,590 61,169 
1801 26,761 29,924 56,685 

Increase 1,818 2,666 4,484 
Holborn district, 1811 96,264 127,815 224,079 
1801 79,035 101,787 180,828 

Increase 17,229 26,028 44,257 
Finsbury District, 1811 44,262 52,383 96,645 
1801 33,585 39,683 73,268 

Increase 10,677 12,700 23,377 
Tower division I81h 86,748 125,121 211,362 
1801 77,366 94,649 171,985 

Increase 9,382 $0,502 39,884 

| Surrey ditto, 1811 64,219 81,346 145,563 
1801 47,499 59,831 107,330 

Increase 16,720 21,313 38,233 
Middicsex ditto, 1811 34,177 46,770 80,947 
1801 27,364 35,191 62,555 

Increase 6,813 11,579 18,392 


The population of London, Westminster, and 
the above disiricts, by the present census, appears 


—Males 483,781, Females 613,323 :— 


Total 1,099,104 
Increase in two years, 133,139 
The statement for the city of London includes 


the whole of the 105 parishes within the bounda- |; 


ries. 

The population of the city has not increased 
within the Just ten years, because its limits are 
fixed, and a great number of houses are yearly 
converted into warehouses, &c. 

In the estimate for the Surry district, twelve 
parishes areinciuded, yiz. Christ-church, Lambeth, 
Newington, Camberwell, Putney, Clapham, 
Wandsworth, Rotherhithe, Streatham, Battersea, 
Bermondsey, and Richmond. 

The Middlesex parishes are Kensington, Chel- 
sea, Fulham, Hammersmith, Chiswick, Ealiag, 
Edmenton, Tottenham, Enfield, Harrow, T wick- 
enham, Staines, and Uxbridge. 

The influx of inhabitants. since 1804 appears 








| Hill, in Charlestown. 


| times before he cou\d break the combination said 
_ by the fortune teller to have been formed between 
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very conspicuous in the under mentioned parish- 
es. 


St. Giles and St. Andrew’s Holburn ry 
St. Marylebone 11.660 
St. George’s. and Pancras 20,680 
Hackney and Bethnal Green 15,340 
Clerkenwell and Islington 11,994 
Lambeth and Newington 22,711 
Kensington and Chelsea 8,936 


— 


MONEY DIGGING. 


Some few even'ngs since, an attempt was made 


, by one Lord to secure a pot of money said by a 


fortune teller to have been secreted on Breed’s 
He was to attempt three 


the ghosts of the persons who had deposited the 
money and the devil. He was as was expected 
unsuccessful, on the first trial, and fled, in conse- 
quence of the approach of the ghosts ; on the sec- 
ond attempt, these @iry beings threw him into the 
hole he had made, frightened him excessively and 
disappeared—not before, however, he had presen- 
ted them with a two dollar bill in order to appease 
them. His third and last attempt was made on 
Saturday night last, and after digging for some 
time having made a circle around the place where 
he was employed, to prevent the ghosts and the 
devil, who were present and spitting fire at him 
all the time, he struck upon an earthen fot, took 
it from the earth and removing the parchment 
which was tied around the top, he took from it the 
identical two dollar bill he had given one of the 
ghosts a few evenings before.—| Bost, Patriot. | 


——eES 


EXTRACT. 

We read in the seventeenth volume of the gen- 
eral History of Voyages and Travels, that a Dutch 
clergyman having made a present of a bottle of 
gin to an Indian prince, the latter, in order that 
he might shew his gratitude, and do honour to 
his benefactor, ordered a batile to be fought by 
his subjects, so that the earth was soon covered 
with woundedand dying people, and with dead 
bodies; and that notwithstanding the prayers and 


_entreaties of the clergyman, the combat continu- 


ed for some time. “ These are my subjects,” 
said the prince, ‘ the loss of them is of very little 
importance; and I am exccedingly happy in mak- 
ing this small sacrifice, as a proof of the esteem 
which I entertain for you.” 
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